Kingdom of the West

Arts & Sciences Judging Sheet - Object

Entrant #

Entry Description

Entrant’s Starting Familiarity with Subject Matter of Entry

[ 1None [ 1 Minor [ ]Intermediate [ 1Advanced l
Entrant’s Feedback Preferences 1
Judge's Name \
Judge's Familiarity with Subject Matter of Entry [ ]HNone [ ] Minor [ ] Intermediate [ ] Advanced ‘

Metrics

Category
Historical Accuracy/Aesthetics/Context

0-2 points

SCA period. Connection
Does the tem replicate a historical example? What
are the reasons for deviations? Work is evaluated
on the connectien Lo a historical time and place,
including puposefaudience/use, as well as style and
deslgn. This section may not allow for robust
evaluation of consumable goods.

or place is flimsy.
Historical and cultural
context is weak. ulle ar
meaning of the work is
unclear.

Clearly modern or out of

of work to historical time

3-4 points

Object blends historical
and modern elements,
Work could be applied to
a wide general time or
cultural range. Uses
SCA'isms over historical
accuracies.

5-6 points

Object shows informed
attempt 'g minimize
modern o personalized
stylizaton successfully
with a largely histarical
appearance. Work
attempts to build
connection to a specific
time or place.

7-8 points 9-10 points
Object is historically Object could ke a
accurate with an attempt {museum repruduction. A
to avold modern style person contemporary to
and aesthetlcs. Historical |the inspiration piece
and cultural centext is would accept it.

clear. Specific style and
design s clearly
ilustrated. Any
embedded SCA'Ism or
personalization blends
seamlessly with target
style.

Points Awarded

?

| Craftsmanship/Workmanship/Execution Item rough or lacking In
finishing work. Mistakes

q Is the item made well? Does it function as are obvious.

intended? Work is evaluated on skill, warkmanship,
artistic ability, finishing, neatness, precision,
understanding and handling of materials. This
section may allow more full evaluation of
consumables.

e

Ttemn shows an attempt
at improving tool use,
control, clean
workmanship. Mistakes
are acknowledged and
attempts at fixes have
been made.

Item Is successful and
functional, Mistakes are
acknowledged and
addressed. Quality fixes
are applied. 1f mistakes
or rough work Is a
DUPLICATION of
technigue in the arginal,
this is noted. Work is
competent, shows solid
skill, workmanship and
artistic ability.

Item shows close
attention to detail, skill,
waorkmanship. Any
mistakes would have to
be pointed out by the
artist, Work shows shows expert handling of
advanced degree of skill, | form/desian, and
workmanship, knowledge | materials.

of appropriate tools,
clean finishing.

Item Is as well made as
humanly possible, and
addresses any
"corrections’ made to
original work. ltem

/10




Category 0-2 points 3:4 pams ed ,‘ polnty 7-8 points 9-10 points Points Awarded
Mathod/Process/Materials Hoter? ?Zelr;ggsezrl‘idrely Jr:‘f;l::rnnsu sttt dcn::::sﬁlnfég Artisan made every Artisan “|5§,dm.;nlrynethﬂd5
tonls we attempt 1 and histarica ’
| are the methods of constructian/production carrect |(examPIe: “”“"t",::stw ﬂfﬁ.";’;’ﬂf’.’lﬁ?’:ﬁf& ::gﬁzm Sﬂl"q of modern | ungerstand historical and techniques 1o
|tar the project/culturefera® What choices were gigitzed t00ls Wld ! o chones. Agoad methods. A Tical Lechnigues/processes/me | complete entire pmjura(e
Imade reperding techniques? Are the mater/ais and |[hand work). MOgEm 1 ot at mimicing 2 | moderniz: tigy thods, with minimal from histarically 8¢
tools used correct for the project/culture/era? materials and tools o [historical object was ety i. !lons clearly | practical substitutions materials.
What thoices were made regarding substitutions of |used without nOtaLOn BT Eet g modern Nechnigtie ool and shortcuts for safely
materials and taols? Processes and techniques  |why SUbSItutions WETE | S0 tiens of materials | ex ainad. ad are only. ltem was produced
used reflect those of the culture and era being made. and tools m:ﬂem o Reasonable as much as possible from
represented. Modern processes or methods are g substiRuTl ‘terial and tool |correct and accurate
appropriate and justifiable due ta accessibility or T ey were made | materlals, with
hazard of the original. bl ::n-z Mity. Artisan |reasonable allowance for |
ki ruf;:“_"ﬂlﬂn of |safety/health/accessiblity \
eir chaices. |, with taols that
approximate the correct |
historical tools. |
I
! r‘lﬂl
Complexity/Challenge Froject s smple and can |Project Is more than a  [A serious attempt was | project shaws artisan | The project was 1
\ v/ 4 be .J‘_ampleted or beginner effort. made to improve skill, m:é?;n Iﬂ::D:ndent nmbf"nous and required ‘ \
Daes the artisan state and meet a goal? How produced by foll N personal |knowledge, and design | solid attempt at and aim |expert, extensive, and
ambitious was the project? How difficult was |t to  [Instructions without cholces and 1o execule an original for a finished product varied construction in
produce? Was the artisan challenging themselves? |practice. Beginner understanding of work. Tire and effort.  |that Involved knowledge |addition to an
How rmuch techncal ability is needed to accomplish |project with little chance scape/difficulty. Includes |were req: red, of research, design, understanding of specific
the task. If [tem Is a consumable, did it of failure. multiple steps and Expermentation and material choices, skilled |materials, structures,
successfully meet its needed intent/usage? alternatives/choices. A specialized techniques tool use, and advanced |and tools, The work
simple thing Is given new |were needed. techniques. expands on a theme ani
attentlon or deeper Concentration, effort, combines difficult, time
investigation into and stages were required | consuming techniques \
purpose or Intent to complete the work. and stages with \
demonstrated detailed
cultural knowledge.
/10
Documentation/Sources None provided, or only Item alms far a specific | Artisan hos added their  |Artisan shows they have |artisan has done original
very broadly or vaguely. |time and place. Artisan Isjawn rese irch to known  [done personal research  |research/experimentatio
Has the artisan provided working from or relying [work. Mikes and evaluated sources n, with academic
primary/secondary/tertiary sources? Do they show completely on research  |references/comparisans |on their own. Provides | notations, citations and
they understand their source material? Is the done by someone else  |between different strong footnotes.
subject from a culture/era difficult to document (e.g., an A&S class, resources. bibliography/resources.
with traditional written histories? online tutorial)

Judge's Discretion

Was entrant able to purchase the best/costly/suthentic ingredients. Did the entrant have the opportunity of being able to grow something entirely from scratc
credit to another artisan for teaching/mentoring/materials provided? Did entrant illustrate they learned something aew during the process of
expert or very experienced with the artform presented? Did the entrant blend modern references seemiessly
ENCOURAGED TO USE DISCRETION AND FLEXIBILITY.

LAS 3 LUl

L YQu give more or less points for the above?

Score Given

h? Does entrant give
completing their entry? Is the artisan an
with tistorical style? Entries may bridge categories. JUDGES ARE

[Not Total Points
i otes Please adhere to the entrant's feedback preferences shown at the top of the judging form

Multiplier
e Total Score
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